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thoughts or should punish anybody for that which
could not be in his thought. " It is only when
thought translates itself into action that there is
something which must affect other men besides the
agent, something which lies in their discretion to
reward or punish. For action, although in its root
self-regarding, is social in its result." l He goes on
to point out that even within the limits marked out
by Mill the law would still punish drunkenness,
though casually and indirectly, by, for example,
punishing the drunkard for failing to pay his debts
or for failing to maintain his children. " The dis-
tinction,55 he continues, " is impossible to those who
look upon a man as receiving from society his whole
character and his whole endowment and as reacting
upon society at every moment of his life. Those
who have once appreciated the infinite subtlety of
relation between the individual and his society will
no more attempt in politics to divorce the individual
from the social life than they would attempt in
physiology to divorce the life of the brain or of the
stomach from the life of the body.55 2

Lord Melbourne has earned the gratitude of
posterity by his remark after a sermon on profane
swearing : " No one has a more sincere respect for
the Church than I have, but things have come to a
pretty pass when religion is allowed to invade the
sphere of private life.55 If he were Prime Minister
to-day he would certainly apply the same remark
about the interference of the State.

1 Limits of Individual Liberty, p. 186. By Prof. Montague*
London, 1885.
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